Checklist of Resource Concerns

CROPLAND

CLIENT LOCATION
PLANNER DATE
LAND UNITS TOOLS

This check sheet is designed to assist planners and clients in identifying resource concerns during the planning process. The planning criteria outlined
in Section Ill of the FOTG sets the minimum level of treatment. If a screening question is NO, this indicates no resource concern exists and no
assessment is required. If a screening question is YES, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there is a resource concern. If the Assessment
is YES, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is NO, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resource Concemn exists.

Screening Questions
Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screening | Y N to Meet Planning Criteria Y N
(Not a RC) E o Assessment Tools E o
* required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES =Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
SOILS RESOURCES
1.S0IL ; ) e
; Rusiez Loy oo e =T
Sheet, rilland | S0/ <5V P > WEPS Windieroskor s et
wind erosion* o osion rate ==
Are conservation practices and
managements in place to prevent or
e Do Ephemeral gullies oo:trol ephemeral gullies?
: AND
ER(RION: OA(;%T? 2 FrMmeaivonients Is classic gully management adequate
Concentrated < : »  Observations
flow oroalon Are classic gullies to stop the progression of head cutting
present? and widening and are offsite impacts
are minimized by vegetation and/or
structures?
Are stl_'eams or For shorelines and water conveyance
shgrelme on or channels; are banks stable or
3.8S0IL adjacent to site? commensurate with normal
EROSi?N: - geomorphological processes?
xcessive ban AND
erosion from OR > SVAP2 For stream banks:- SVAP2 bank
streams, Is bank erosion from condition >=5
shorelines or streams, shorelines or OR
water conveyance channels Bank erosion caused solely by
°°“V°¥ﬂ'1°° present? upstream/upland landuse and
channels management decisions that are beyond
the client's control
Are Histisol soils
present?
;Esso;kggﬁg;v OR »  Client input Is subsidence adequately managed to
Subsidence ) Are there Histisols »  Planner observations meet client's objectives?
present exhibiting
subsidence?
Is soil compaction a % . ; .
5. SOIL QUALITY | problem? g : gtgégwu:{:f_’yn-r;s; olﬁ“a nd plant Is compaction managed to meet
gsgﬁfgﬂom S:gctivi!ies cause soil condition ngjirétt;gsrgduchon e T
compaction problems? »  Client input/planner observation ‘
6. SOIL QUALITY
DEGRADATION: | Is permanent ground » RUSLE2 SCI>0
Organic matter cover < 80%7? » WEPS
depletion*
7. SOIL QUALITY
DEGRADATION: | Do activities cause Are conservation practices and
Concentration of | salinity/sodicity »  Soil diagnostic evaluations managements in place to mitigate on-
Salts or other problems? site effects?
chemicals
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

CROPLAND

Screening Questions Assessment Level Required
Resource to Meet Planning Criteria
Concern NO = Met Screening | Y N Y N
(Not a RC) E'lbo Assessment Tools YES = Meets Planning Criteria E
* required s NO = Resource Concern s|©
fesponse YES =Goto
Assessment
WATER RESOURCES
8. EXCESS

WATER: Is excess water a
Ponding, problem?
flooding, AND »  Client Input Is excess water managed to meet
seasonal high Do activities cause »  Planner observation Client's objectives?
water table, ponding/flooding
seeps and problems
drifted snow

Is Moisture
9. INSUFFICIENT | Management a
WATER: problem? > Client Input Are runoff and evapotranspiration levels

Inefficient AND : Pllaennerggservation minimized to meet Client's
moisture Do activities cause management objectives?
management inefficient moisture

management?

10. _ B
INSUFFICIENT Naledhih
WATER: Is the PLU irrigated? »  |IWiI-Irrigated Water Index
Inefficient use of OR
i"igaﬁon water * State _established criteria

) Are nutrient and amendment

11. WATER Are organic or applications based on soil or tissue
QUALITY: |norgan!?c nutrients >  Clientinput tests and nutrient budgets for realistic
Excess nutrients :%ptl;ed. »  Planner observation yields?
in surface and o the PLU Gisasdy »  Nutrient budget AND ’ :
groundwater * g ! Are conservathn practices gn_d '

managements in place to minimize
offsite impacts?

12. WATER Are pesticides stored, handled,
QUALITY disposed and managed to prevent
DEGRADATION: »  Client input runoff, spills, leaks and leaching?
Pesticides ?r:zrg?:ailgoalmml’i'ed‘? »  Planner observation AND
transported to pplied: >  WinPST Are conservation practices and
surface and managements in place to minimize
ground waters offsite impacts?

13. WATER

QUALITY

DEGRADATION:

Excuss Are potential sources B o Are organic materials applied, stored,
pathogens and of pathogens or »  Client input and/or handled to mitiaate negative
chemicals from pharmaceuticals »  Planner observation impacts to water sou rges'? 9
manure, applied on the land? '

biosolids or

compost

applications*

14. WATER

QUALITY Are salt concentrations managed to
DEGRADATION: | Is salt concentration a »  Client input mitigate off-site transport to surface or
Excessive salts limiting factor? »  Planner observation ground waters?

in surface and

ground waters
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

CROPLAND

pest pressure

Screening Questions Assessment Level Required
Resource to Meet Planning Criteria
Concern NO = Met Screening | Y Y
(Not a RC) E g Assessment Tools YES = Meets Planning Criteria E g
* required S NO = Resource Concern s
response YES=Goto
Assessment
15. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION:
Petroleum and Do activities present > Client input Are petroleum, heavy metals or other
heavy metals the potential for % Pianm er%bs srvation potential pollutants stored and handled
and other contamination? to avoid runoff or leaching?
pollutants
transported to
receiving waters
Do upslope treatment and buffer
Are permanent ground practices gddress concentrated flows to
cover < 90% and slope . water bodies?
16. WATER > 10%? » RUSLE2 AND
QUALITY AND > Clientinput SVAP2 - bank condition 2 5.
DEGRADATION: | Are classic gullies > Planner observation AND
Excessive present? 4 SVAP2 Are livestock and vehicle water
sediment in AND » WEPS crossings stable?
surface waters* | Are streams or AND
shoreline on or Is water erosion rate < T?
adjacent to site? AND
Is wind erosion rate < T?
& aisawala Goures Is SVAP2 - riparian area quality
257
on or adjacent to the Zl:gent score 9
site with State Agency Is SVAP2 - ripari : ;
: : - riparian area quantity quality
:JTUX\I’.‘I\;E R identified temperature »  Client input element score = 57
impairment? »  Planner observation AND
DEGRADATION: %
Elaviteduaier » SVAP2 Is SVAP2 - canopy cover element score
temperature 26¢
OR OR
Is water course Are existing practices in place to
ir:g:::!ure a client address water temperature?
PLANT RESOURCES
;?_‘A?:ETGRADED Are plants adapted to the site, meet
. Are plant production ; 5 production goals and do not negatively
CONDITION: : »  Clientinput !
Undesirable gggcgﬁgh a client »  Planner observation mgm other resources?
plant : »  Crop Tolerance Table : ¢
productivity and Is plant damage from wind erosion
health below Crop Damage Tolerance levels?
Is pest damage to plants below
20. DEGRADED N economic or environmental thresholds
Prant Is plant productivity > Clientinput or client-identified criteria?
CONDITION: limited from pest %  ‘Plarirer chEBrEEsH AND
Excessive plant | pressure? Are plant pests, including noxious and

invasive species managed to meet
client objectives?
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

CROPLAND

Screening Questions

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screening ; N Assessment Tools to Meet Planning Criteria Y N
(Not a RC) E
* required S 0 YES = Meets Planning Criteria S 9
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment

21.

DEGRADED

PLANT

Widrg | 1S widire hazard a » Clent nput i e S

hazard, GaGem »  Flanner.cheervaion and meet client objectives?

excessive

biomass

accumulation

ANIMAL RESOURCES -

23.

LIVESTOCK

PRODUCTION Clignt is active{y grazing >  Client input Are livestock forage, roughage and

LIMITATION: amm_als. (Grazing »  Planner observation supplemental nutritional requirements

Inadequate Modifier) addressed?

feed and

forage

24,

LIVESTOCK

PRODUCTION Cli_ent is activel_y grazing > Client input Do artificial or natural shelters meet

LIMITATION: amn'_na_ils. (Grazing % PlaRAar obeerAtiGH an!ma_l health needs and client

Inadequate Modifier) objectives?

livestock

shelter

25.

LIVESTOCK

PRODUCTION Client is actively grazing >  Client input Is water of acceptable quality and

LIMITATION: amn’gals. (Grazing >  Planner observation qugntity adequately distributed to meet

Inadequate Modifier) animal needs?

livestock

water

NOTES:
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PASTURE

Checklist of Resource Concerns

CLIENT LOCATION
PLANNER DATE
LAND UNITS TOOLS

This check sheet is designed to assist planners and clients in identifying resource concerns during the planning process. The planning criteria outlined
If a screening question is NO, this indicates no resource concern exists and no
assessment is required. If a screening question is YES, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there is a resource concern. If the Assessment
is YES, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is NO, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resource Concemn exists.

in Section Ill of the FOTG sets the minimum level of treatment.

Screening Questions
Resource g Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screenin Y to Meet Planning Criteria Y
(Notake) | E Assessment Tools ElN
* required ] YES = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
SOIL RESOURCES
1. SOIL . "
EROSION: Are permanent ground 5  RUSLE2 Water erosion rate <T7
cover < 90% and
Sheet, rill and lope > 10%7 » WEPS
wind * slope of Wind erosion rate sT?
2. SOIL Is classic gully management adequate to stop
EROSION: Are classic gullies »  Field measurements the progression of head cutting and widening
Concentrated present? »  Observations and are offsite impacts are minimized by
flow erosion * vegetation and/or structures?
3. SOIL Are streams or Is PCS - streambank / shoreline erosion
EROSION: shoreline on or i'ﬁgem score z 47
adjacent to site?
E:::Isc’::h;:o!:nk Jl >  SVAP2 For shorelines and water conveyance
Strgaitie OR »  PCS-Pasture Condition channels; are banks stable or commensurate
] - . ]
shorelines or Is bank erosion from Score Xn;‘r;)normal geomorphological processes?
:v;:i';yan - sirmams, Shor‘;""es - If present, is bank erosion caused by
channats® e el upstream land use and beyond the client's
prasent? control?
Are Histisol soils
present?
gEs(;ol;lﬂgE‘I"ﬁl-g;Y OR »  Client input Is subsidence adequately managed to meet
Subsidence " | Are there Histisols »  Planner observations client's objectives?
present exhibiting
subsidence?
Is soil compaction a
problem?
5. SOIL QUALITY AND
DEGRADATION: » PCS Is PCS — compaction element score 2 47
Compaction Do activities cause
soil compaction
problems?
IS SCI>0?
6. SOIL QUALITY
DEGRADATION: | Is permanent ground » RUSLE2 OR
: < B0%7? P
dOrglar;c matter | cover < 80%7 > PCS Is PCS - plant cover element score 2 4?2
epletion AND
Is PCS - plant residue element score 2 4?
7. SOIL QUALITY
DEGRADATION: | Do activities cause ; ’
Concentration of | salinity/sodicity >  Soil diagnostic evaluations | /"€ conservation practices afrf1d mgnagements
Salts or other problems? in place to mitigate on-site effects?
chemicals
1|Page October 2012




PASTURE

Checklist of Resource Concerns

Screening Questions

in surface and
groundwater

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screening Y to Meet Planning Criteria Y
v lER Assessment Tools E
* (Not a RC)
required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
WATER RESOURCES
8. EXCESS
WATER: Is excess water a
Ponding, problem?
flooding, AND »  Client Input Is excess water managed to meet Client's
seasonal high Do activities cause »  Planner Observations objectives?
water table, ponding/flooding
seeps and problems?
drifted snow
9 Is Moisture
2 Management a
INSUFFICIENT :
roblem? -
WATER: :ND >  Client Input IAsNPé:S compaction element score 2 47
mgﬂ:&gt Do activities cause > Plaongr Observations Is PCS - plant cover element score 2 47
management inefficient moisture
management?
10. Is IWI = 85%7
INSUFFICIENT ‘
WATER: Is the PLU irrigated? > IWl-Irrigated Water Index
Inefficient use of OR
irrigation water * Is State established criteria met?
Is PCS - streambank / shoreline erosion
11. WATER element score 2 47
QUALITY AND
DEGRADATION: » PCS Is PCS - livestock concentration areas
Excess nutrients »  Nutrient budget element score 2 4?
in surface and AND
groundwater * If nutrients are applied, are they based on a
soil test, tissue tests or nutrient budget?
aﬁk"l‘_’lﬁgf“ Are pesticides stored, handled, disposed and
i K
DEGRADATION: > Clientinput :nanra._geg? to prevent runoff, spills, leaks and
Are pest control - ; eaching
Pesticides chemicals applied? »  Planner observation
transported to pRliec) >  WinPST AND _ ,
surface and Are conservation practices and managements
groundwaters in place to minimize offsite impacts?
13. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION:
Excess Are potential sources ) . '
pathogens and of pathogens or »  Clientinput ﬁ;ﬁ;g’da?écm":ﬁat:{:f agﬁ:‘,ﬂfgﬁg'tgﬂ?ﬁf
chemicals from pharmaceuticals »  Planner observation e 9 g P
manure, applied on the land? '
biosolids or
compost
applications*
14. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION: | Is salt concentration a »  Clientinput Are salt concentrations managed to mitigate
Excessive salts limiting factor? »  Planner observation off-site transport to surface or ground waters?
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

PASTURE

Screening Questions

transported to
receiving waters

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screenin Y to Meet Planning Criteria Y
{(Nota RC) 9 1€ g Assessment Tools E g
* required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
15. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION:
Petroleum, Do activities present »  Clientinput Are petroleum, heavy metals or other potential
heavy metals the potential for ¥  Planner Fc’)bservalion pollutants stored and handled to avoid runoff
and other contamination? or leaching?
pollutants

Are permanent ground
cover < 90% and
slope > 10%?

Do upslope treatment and buffer practices
address concentrated flows to water bodies?
AND

Excessive plant
pest pressure*

pressure?

1QGUX¥_?T.$ R AND » RUSLE2 SVAP2 - bank condition 2 5.
DEGRADATION: | ATe classic gullies » WEPS AND
* | present? »  Client input Are livestock and vehicle water crossings
Excessive AND > Pl b i stable?
sediment in » anner observation !
surface waters® | 2\re streams or » SVAP2 AND
Shorsing onor Is Water erosion rate sT?
: e ;
adjacent to site? AND
Is Wind erosion rate sT?
Is there a water Is SVAP2 - riparian area quality element score
course on or adjacent 257
to the site with State AND o ) )
17. WATER Agency identified Is SVAP2 - riparian area quantity quality
QUALITY temperature > SVAP2 element score 2 57
Elevated water > Planner observation Is SVAP2 - canopy cover element score 2 67
temperature OR OR
1:: a:;wcc;:r:ec"em Are existing practices in place to address
con f:)em? water temperature?
PLANT RESOURCES
18 Is PCS - desirable plants element score 2 37
: AND
EEEP?-?DED Is PCS - plant cover element score 2 47
CONDITION: Are plant production AND
Undeslrahle. and health a client » PCS Is PCS - plant vigor element score 2 47
plant concern? AND
productivity and Are plants adapted to the site, meet
health* production goals and do not negatively impact
other resources?
19. DEGRADED | Will changes to the plant
PLANT community structure or 6 i it taiin ik "
CONDITION: composition better »  Ecological Site d'o pian communilt_tes cog at'" at eqtg(a e 5
Inadequate support the desired Descriptions dlvgr:sdty. colmp_osl lfOI"I at'_" il
structure and ecological functions and asiedeco0gIcal IUNCIONS:
composition intended land use?
ﬁ%::ﬁGRADED Is plant productivity Is PCS - insect and disease pressure element
CONDITION: limited from pest > PCS score 2 42

AND
Is PCS - site adaptation element score 2 47
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

PASTURE

Screening Questions

Rcasource Assessment Level Required
oncern NO = Met Screenin Y ; to Meet Planning Criteria Y
(Nota RC 9 E N Assessment Tools E "
. ) (o} o
required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
21. DEGRADED
PLANT
CONDITION: ; 1 e Are fuel loads and fuel ladders managed to
Wildfire hazard, Li:gggg hazard.a ; gll:mé?%';; ervation provide defensible space and meet client
excessive ’ objectives?
biomass
accumulation
ANIMAL RESOURCES
23. LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION Is PLU grazed? »  Client input Are livestock forage, roughage and
LIMITATION: (Grazing M odiﬁer) »  Planner observation supplemental nutritional requirements
Inadequate feed 9 addressed?
and forage*
24, LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION
LIMITATION: Is PLU grazed? »  Client input Do artificial or natural shelters meet animal
Inadequate (Grazing Modifier) »  Planner observation health needs and client objectives?
livestock
shelter*
25. LIVESTOCK
E::A?EXT?SE'N Is PLU grazed? »  Client input Is water of acceptable quality and quantity
Inadequate ’ (Grazing Modifier) »  Planner observation adequately distributed to meet animal needs?
livestock water*
NOTES:

4|0

=}

October 1, 20

3]




Checklist of Resource Concerns

FARMSTEAD - OTHER

CLIENT LOCATION
PLANNER DATE
LAND UNITS TOOLS

This check sheet is designed to assist planners and clients in identifying resource concemns during the planning process. The planning criteria outlined
in Section Ill of the FOTG sets the minimum level of treatment. If a screening question is NO, this indicates no resource concern exists and no
assessment is required. If a screening question is YES, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there is a resource concem. If the Assessment
is YES, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is NO, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resource Concern exists.

Screening Questions

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screening Y. N to Meet Planning Criteria Y N
(Not a RC) E o Assessment Tools E o
* required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
SOIL RESOURCES
1ERgg:I6N Are permanent ground >  RUSLE2 Water erosion rate sT?
) cover < 90% and :
Sheet, rill and 10%2 » WEPS
wind * slope > 10%? Wind erosion rate <T?
2. SOIL Is classic gully management adequate to stop
EROSION: Are classic gullies »  Field measurements the progression of head cutting and widening
Concentrated present? »  Observations and are offsite impacts are minimized by
flow erosion * vegetation and/or structures?
For shorelines and water conveyance channels;
3. SOIL 4 are banks stable or commensurate with normal
Y § re streams or eomorphological processes?
Erastie bank | Shoreline on or inn
ion f adjacent to site? % -
erosion from »  SVAP2 . For streambanks; is —SVAP2 bank condition
s:'rear:r.s, » gCS—Pasture Condition | glement score >=5?
shorelines or core
water OR
conveyance Is bank erosion from OR
channels* streams, shorelines or If present, is bank erosion caused by upstream
conveyance channels land use and beyond the client’s control?
present?
Are Histisol soils
present?
g:g;kg:%r OR »  Client input Is subsidence adequately managed to meet
Subsidonce Are there Histisols »  Planner observations client’s objectives?
present exhibiting
subsidence?
Is soil compaction a
problem?
EE?;;‘[?:%;Y AND >  PCS Is compaction managed to meel_ Clignl's
Compaction Do activities cause production and management objectives?
soil compaction
problems?
6. SOIL QUALITY
gf;m"r‘:;‘g:': Not applicable Not applicable
depletion

7. SOIL QUALITY

(D;Er?;‘r\llt)r::i-:)?:gf E;iral%igggiscféuse > Soil diagnostic Are conservation practices and managements in
Salts or other problems? evaluations place to mitigate on-site effects?
chemicals
1|Page October 2012




Checklist of Resource Concerns

FARMSTEAD - OTHER

Screening Questions
Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO =Met Screening | ¥ | N to Meet Planning Criteria YN
(Not a RC) Elo Assessment Tools Elg
* required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria s
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
WATER RESOURCES
8. EXCESS
WATER: Is excess water a
Ponding, problem?
flooding, AND »  Client Input Is excess water managed to meet Client's
seasonal high Do activities cause »  Planner Observations objectives?
water table, ponding/flooding
seeps and problems?
drifted snow
9 Is Moisture
* Management a
wili.’g;':c’ENT problem? >  Client Input Are runoff and evapotranspiration levels
Inefficient AND »  Planner Observations mlplm!zed to meet Client's management
molskuro Do activities cause objectives?
management inefficient moisture
management?
3. Is IWI = 85%?2
ISP EYCIENT > IWl-Iigated Water '
WATER: Is the PLU irrigated? ind 9
Inefficient use of ndex OR
irrigation water * Is State established criteria met? I
Are organic or
11. WATER inorganic nutrients If nutrients are applied, are they based on a soil
QUALITY applied? test, tissue tests or nutrient budget?
DEGRADATION: | AND » PCS AND
Excess nutrients | Is the PLU grazed? »  Nutrient budget 1 - Are conservation practices and I
in surface and AND managements in place to minimize offsite
groundwater * Are there confined impacts?
livestock areas?
éﬁﬁ_’gﬂ Are pesticides stored, handled, disposed and
DEGRADATION: Are pest control »  Client input ggg:i%t;g to prevent runoff, spills, leaks and
Pesticides hariliale aliad »  Planner observation
transported to PRied! »  WIinPST AND . . .
surface and Are conservation practices and managements in
groundwaters place to minimize offsite impacts?
13. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION:
Excess Are potential sources ; ’ s
pathogens and of pathogens or »  Client input ﬁ;?] ;;gda? c;cm";?tgtr?Eeag%tﬁgtgﬁg‘tggg .
chemicals from pharmaceuticals »  Planner observation 2 g g P
manure, applied on the land? sources:
biosolids or
compost
applications*
14. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION: | Is salt concentration a »  Client input Are salt concentrations managed to mitigate off-
Excessive salts limiting factor? »  Planner observation site transport to surface or ground waters? ]
in surface and
groundwater

2|Page
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

FARMSTEAD - OTHER

Screening Questions

pest pressure*

Are plant pests, including noxious and invasive
species managed to meet client objectives?

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO =Met Screening | ¥ | N to Meet Planning Criteria Yin
(Not a RC) Elpg Assessment Tools Elo
* required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES =Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
15. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION:
etroleum, o activities present N L Are petroleum, heavy metals or other potentia
Petrok D »  Client input i I het al
heavy metals the potential for % Plaiaer obasrition poliutants stored and handled to avoid runoff or
and other contamination? leaching?
pollutants
transported to
receiving waters
Are permanent ground Do upslope treatment and buffer practices
cover < 90% and address concentrated flows to water bodies?
16. WATER slope > 10%? . AND
QUALITY AND 4 \I}’VLIJE%’LSEZ SVAP2 - bank condition 2 5.
DEGRADATION: | Are classic gullies ] Client | AND _ )
Excessive present? ] ient input ) Are livestock and vehicle water crossings stable?
sediment in AND > Loaneoosenfion | AND
surlace waters ?t:ﬁrﬂlgﬁzn;f\ g'; Is Water erosion rate sT?
: 5 AND
?
adjacant lo'she; Is Wind erosion rate <T?
Is there a water Is SVAP2 - riparian area quality element score 2
course on or adjacent -
to the site with State L . .
17. WATER Agency identified Is SVAP2 - riparian area quantity quality element
QUALITY temperalure » SVAP2 score 2 57
DEGRADATION: | impairment? »  Client input AND
Elevated water »  Planner observation Is SVAP2 - canopy cover element score 2 67
temperature OR oR
:Z:aé?;wcﬁgrzec"em Are existing practices in place to address water
o ongem'? temperature?
PLANT RESOURCES
18.
DEGRADED Are plants adapted to the site, meet production
oals and do not negatively impact other
CP:B?:I‘)-II-TION' Are plant production ?esources? €9 ¥ mp
- and health a client » PCS AND
Undesirable CONCEm?
plant ‘ 47 - Is plant damage from wind erosion below
productivity and Crop Damage Tolerance levels?
health*
19. DEGRADED | Will changes to the plant
PLANT community structure or - g
. e . . . Do plant communities contain adequate
O Gammpostion bEt-ter - ECOIOQ'C.EI Site diversity, composition and structure to support
Inadequate support the desired Descriptions desired ecolocical functions?
structure and ecological functions and siredecolog URGUONS:
composition intended land use?
Is pest damage to plants below economic or
20. DEGRADED environmental thresholds or client-identified
PLANT Is plant productivity criteria?
CONDITION: limited from pest » PCS AND
Excessive plant pressure?
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

FARMSTEAD - OTHER

Resource
Concern

* required
response

Screening Questions

NO = Met Screening
(Not a RC)

YES =Go to
Assessment

»m=<

oz

Assessment Tools

Assessment Level Required
to Meet Planning Criteria

YES = Meets Planning Criteria
NO = Resource Concern

wm=<

oz

21. DEGRADED
PLANT
CONDITION:
Wildfire hazard,
excessive
biomass
accumulation

Is wildfire hazard a
concern?

Client input
Planner observation

Are fuel loads and fuel ladders managed to
provide defensible space and meet client
objectives?

ANIMAL RESOURCES

23. LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION
LIMITATION:
Inadequate feed
and forage*

Is PLU grazed?
(Grazing Modifier)

v

Client input
Planner observation

Are livestock forage, roughage and supplemental
nutritional requirements addressed?

24. LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION
LIMITATION:
Inadequate
livestock
shelter*

Is PLU grazed?
(Grazing Modifier)

Client input
Planner observation

Do artificial or natural shelters meet animal
health needs and client objectives?

25. LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION
LIMITATION:
Inadequate
livestock water*

Is PLU grazed?
(Grazing Modifier)

Client input
Planner observation

Is water of acceptable quality and quantity
adequately distributed to meet animal needs?

NOTES:
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

FOREST

CLIENT LOCATION
PLANNER DATE
LAND UNITS TOOLS

This check sheet is designed to assist planners and clients in identifying resource concerns during the planning process. The planning criteria in Section
Il of the FOTG sets the minimum level of treatment needed. If a screening question is NO, this indicates no resource concem exists and no assessment
is required. If a screening question is YES, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there is a resource concern. If the Assessment is YES,

Planning Criteria is met, If the Assessment is NO, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resource Concern exists.

Screening Questions

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern No = Met Screening Y N to Meet Planning Criteria Y N
(Nota RC) Elo Assessment Tools Elo
* required S YES = Meets Planning Criteria s
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
SOILS RESOURCES
1. SOIL .
EROSION: Is soil surface organic N : ; : Is the site stable and without visible signs
Sheet, rill and residue cover < 80%7? »  Visualinspection of erosion?
wind *
2.50IL Is classic gully me_lnagement adequate to
EROSION: Are classic gullies >  Field measurements stop the progression of head cutting and
Concentrated present? >  Planner observation widening and are offsite impacts are
flow erosion * ' minimized by vegetation and/or
structures?
For shorelines and water conveyance
channels;
3.S0IL Are banks stable or commensurate with
EROSION: /;r:g rsetlriﬁgrgi g; :c:‘rr[r;al geomorphological processes?
Excessive bank s :
erosion from adjacent to site? For streambanks;
streams, » SVAP2 Is SVAP2 bank condition element score
shorelines or >=57
water
conveyance Is bank erosion from OR
channels streams, shorelines or If present, is bank erosion caused by
conveyance channels upstream land use and beyond the client's
present? control?
Are Histisol soils
present?
gEsGOFll;\g:%;Y = »  Client input Is subsidence adequately managed to
: * | Are there Histisols »  Planner observation meet client's objectives?
Subsidence present exhibiting
subsidence?
E’rg‘;“'e;?;“pac"m 4 >  Soil Quality Test Kit
gégkggﬁg;v AND < gob:;:i\;aglon oF sall and plant Is compaction managed to meet Client's
Compaction * | Do activities cause > Client input production and management objectives?
:cragbﬁgnr:sgchon »  Planner observation
Is soil organic matter Does ground cover meet state criteria
6. SOIL QUALITY | depletion a problem? specific to ecological site?
DEGRADATION: AND 5
Organic matter e o i i »  Forest Health Assessment o
deplstion soil organic matter Is soil organic matter managed to meet
depletion? Client objectives?
1|Page Octaober 2012




Checklist of Resource Concerns

FOREST

Screening Questions

Resource L s I Assessment Level Required
o = Met Screenin
Concern (Not a RC) g ‘é’ N Asssssment Tools to Meet Planning Criteria ‘é’ N
* required s o YES = Meets Planning Criteria S o
response YES = Go to NO = Resource Concern
Assessment
WATER RESOURCES
8. EXCESS
WATER: Is excess water a
Ponding, problem?
flooding, AND » Client Input Is excess water managed to meet Client's
seasonal high Do activities cause »  Planner observation objectives?
water table, ponding/flooding
seeps and problems?
drifted snow
9 Is Moisture
' Management a
'NSUFF[CIENT problem? i Are runoff and evapotranspiration levels
WATER: AND »  Client Input e i
Inefficient . Pl Barvat minimized to meet Client's management
nefficien Do activities cause > anner observation objectives?
moisture inefficient moisture
management management?
10. or
INSUFFICIENT Is IWi 2 85%"
WATER: Is the PLU irrigated? »  IWI-Irrigated Water Index
Inefficient use of OR _ '
irrigation water * Is State established criteria met?
Are organic or
11. WATER inorganic nutrients If nutrients are applied, are they based on
QUALITY i‘:qu_l;ed? a soil test, tissue tests or nutrient budget?
DEGRADATION: . ) AND
Excess nutrients | Is the PLU grazed? > Nutrient budget Are conservation practices and
in surface and AND _ managements in place to minimize offsite
groundwater Are there confined impacts?
livestock areas?
12. WATER Are pesticides stored, handled, disposed
QUALITY and managed to prevent runoff, spills,
DEGRADATION: »  Client input leaks and leaching?
Pesticides A':e pgstlcontr?_l 47 »  Planner observation AND
transported to chemicals applie: >  WIinPST Are conservation practices and
surface and managements in place to minimize offsite
groundwaters impacts?
13. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION:
Excess Are potential sources : . ’
pathogens and of pathogens or »  Client input nglgrrg::::dgg t&”:';ggg'ﬁgg:ﬁgd '
chemicals from pharmaceuticals »  Planner observation

manure,
biosolids or
compost

applications

applied on the land?

impacts to water sources?

2|]’x| gcC
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FOREST

Checklist of Resource Concerns

Screening Questions

Resource 5 e I Assessment Level Required
o = Met Screenin
Concern (Nota RC) g E N el AL e TR to Meet Planning Criteria ‘é N
* required s|© YES = Meets Planning Criteria s |©
response ZES =Go to NO = Resource Concern
sessment
14. WATER
QUALITY :
) % R Are salt concentrations managed to
DEGRADATION: | Is salt concentration a »  Client input o .
Excessive salts limiting factor? »  Planner observation mitigate Oﬁ's'ti transport to surface or
i Eitase ard ground waters?
groundwater
15. WATER
QUALITY
DEGRADATION:
Petroleum, Do activities present »  Client input Are petroleum, heavy metals or other
heavy metals the potential for 5 Plann ergbsewation potential pollutants stored and handled to
and other contamination? = avoid runoff or leaching?
pollutants
transported to
receiving waters
Do upslope treatment and buffer practices
:)Gl:! Av:ﬁ;ER :(;i : 2: sreo;‘ Q:Les?:)?g address concentrated flows to water
DEGRADATION: | AND ’ »  Client input bodies?
) »  Planner observation AND
E::ﬁ:g::teln Qgg;t{iﬁzrgz g: » SVAP2 Are heavy use areas stable?
: ; AND
* ?
surface waters adjacent to site? SVAP2 - bank condition 2 57
Is SVAP2 - riparian area quality element
Is there a water score = 57
course on or adjacent AND
to the site with State Is SVAP2 - riparian area quantity quality
EEX?J\ER Agency identified »  Clientinput element score 2 57
.| temperature »  Planner observation AND
[E’FGTSAT;ON- impairment? >  SVAP2 Is SVAP2 - canopy cover element score 2
evated water 67
temperature
Is water course OR
temperature a client Are existing practices in place to address
concern? water temperature?
PLANT RESOURCES
18. DEGRADED
PLANT . .
CONDITION: Are plant production F | gr:Dforesl species adapted to siie?
’ < > orest inventory plots
U:;c::sirable 32::;:2“ aclient >  Transect forms Do composition and stand density meet
|p:r oductivity and ' Client’s objectives and production goals?
health
19. DEGRADED |Will changes to the plant
PLANT community structure or . .
CONDITION: composition better Do plant communities contain adequate
Inadequate ’ support the desired »  Ecological Site Descriptions diversity, composition and structure to
structure and ecological functions and support desired ecological functions?
composition intended land use?
Is pest damage to plants below economic
20. DEGRADED or environmental thresholds or client-
PLANT Is plant productivity s Clienti identified criteria?
. el ient input
CONDITION: limited from pest %  Plannerebeervaiiorn AND

Excessive plant
pest pressure*

pressure?

Are plant pests, including noxious and
invasive species managed to meet client
objectives?

3]".:"1&'
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

FOREST

Resource
Concern

* required
response

Screening Questions

No = Met Screening
(Not a RC)

YES = Go to
Assessment

um=<

oz

Assessment Tools

Assessment Level Required
to Meet Planning Criteria

YES = Meets Planning Criteria
NO = Resource Concern

wm=

oz

21.
DEGRADED
PLANT
CONDITION:
Wildfire
hazard,
excessive
biomass
accumulation

Is wildfire hazard a
concern?

Client input
Planner observation

Are fuel loads and fuel ladders managed
to provide defensible space and meet
client objectives?

ANIMAL RESOURCES

23.
LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION
LIMITATION:
Inadequate
feed and
forage*

Is PLU grazed?

Y v

Client input
Planner observation

Are livestock forage, roughage and
supplemental nutritional requirements
addressed?

24,
LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION
LIMITATION:
Inadequate
livestock
shelter*

Is PLU grazed?

Client input
Planner observation

Do artificial or natural shelters meet
animal health needs and client objectives?

25.
LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION
LIMITATION:
Inadequate
livestock
water*

Is PLU grazed?

Client input
Planner observation

Is water of acceptable quality and quantity
adequately distributed to meet animal
needs?

NOTES:

4|]].!§;\'
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

LANDSCAPE

CLIENT LOCATION
PLANNER DATE
LAND UNITS TOOLS

This check sheet is designed to assist planners and clients in identifying resource concerns during the planning process. The planning criteria outlined

in Section Ill of the FOTG sets the minimum level of treatment. If a screening question is NO, this indicates no resource concern exists and no

assessment is required. If a screening question is YES, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there is a resource concern. If the Assessment
is YES, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is NO, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resource Concern exists.

Screening Questions

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screening YinN to Meet Planning Criteria Y N
(Not a RC) Elo Assessment Tools Elo
* required S Yes = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES =Go to No = Resource Concern
Assessment
WILDLIFE RESOURCES
Is WHSI rating 2 0.57
AND when surface stream present
65 - Is SVAP2 — barriers to movement
element score > 77
AND
67 - Is SVAP2 —fish habitat complexity
element score > 77
. : . - § AND
22, >  Species-specific wildlife habitat | g3 15 gyaAP2 - aquatic invertebrate
INADEQUATE . g fools. habitat element score > 7
HABITAT FOR Dogs client want to >  Generalized WHSI finalized by OR
FISH AND actively manage for tat d detailed models b . i
WILDLIFE- wildlife? slates and detailed models by Are conservation practices and
Habitat selected species and habitat management in place that meet or
degradation type. exceed species or guild-specific habitat
model thresholds?
OR
Does available quality and extent of food,
water, space and cover support habitat
requirements for the species of interest?
AND
Is connectivity of habitat components
adequate to support stable populations of
targeted species
ENERGY RESOURCES
Has a USDA approved energy audit been
26. — < o implemented that address equipment and
Is the Client interested »  Client input et ; T
?:;;IGC\:ELTISTE_ in improving equipment »  Planner observation foaglltles to meet client objectives?
Equipment and and _facilili;es enengy :’ USDA approved energy audit Are on- farm renewable energy and/or
facilities efficiency? > NRCS energy estimator energy conserving practices been
implemented to meet client objectives?
27. > Client input Has a USDA approved energy audit been
INEFFICIENT . g . ; implemented that address field
ENERGY USE- | 'S Client interested in » ﬁ'ggge’ °bse’;g"°" st | operations to meet client objectives?
Farming/ranchi improving energy use > approved energy audi OR
ng practices n fam anc!;ranch field 4 NRCS energy sl Are on- farm renewable energy and/or
and field Operations ” gggzﬁ“r:?tlon A energy conserving practices been
operations. implemented to meet client objectives?

T|Page
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

LANDSCAPE

Screening Questions

lzasource Assessment Level Required
oncern NO = Met Screenin Y to Meet Planning Criteria Y
(Not a RC) 9 E g Assessment Tools E g
* required S Yes = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES = Go to No = Resource Concern
Assessment
AIR RESOURCES
Do activities contribute
to agricultural source
PM or PM precursor
emissions?
Examples:
* Prescribed Burn is
conducted
« Travel ways are
unpaved or untreated
with binding agents
28. AIR * Engines (combustion
QUALITY source)
IMFpgTs: * Tlllagg »  Client Input Are PM and PM Precursor emissions
Emissions of e Pesticides are - . : i
Particulate applied »  Planner observation managed to meet client objectives?
Matter PM and « Fertilization
PM precursors {manure/commercial)
+ CAFO/manure
management)
AND
Have episodes or
complaints of
emissions of PM (dust,
smoke, exhaust, etc.),
or chemical drift
occurred?
Do activities produce
GHGs emissions?
Examples:
» Fertilization
(manure/commercial)
(ZJBIJ:ITTY « CAFO/manure
IMPACTS: R gaqagemem busti »  Client Input 1. Emissions of greenhouse gases meet
Emissions of 533:22;’ (combustion »  Planner observation client objectives.
Greenhouse 5
Gases (GHGs) | * Tilage
AND

Are GHGs regulated in
this planning area?

2|Pa
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Checklist of Resource Concerns

LANDSCAPE

Screening Questions

Resource Assessment Level Required
Concern NO = Met Screening Yin to Meet Planning Criteria Yin
(Not a RC) E o Assessment Tools E o
* required S Yes = Meets Planning Criteria S
response YES = Go to No = Resource Concern
Assessment
Do operations produce
0zone Or precursor
emissions?
30. AIR Examples:
QUALITY ¢ Engines (combustion
IMPACTS: source) »  Client Input Are ozone precursor emissions managed
Emissions of « Pesticide application »  Planner observation to meet client objectives?
Ozone ¢ Burning
Precursors « CAFO/manure
management
« Fertilization
(manure/commercial)
Do activities contribute
to nuisance air quality
conditions?
Examples:
+ Pesticide application
31. AIR + CAFO/manure
&%‘;Lég ganagertljent_ »  Client Input Are odors managed to meet client
Objecti on.abl @ e c:;gﬂg?elc?g L »  Planner observation objectives?
odors
AND
Are odor sources
regulated in this
planning area?
NOTES
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